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It has been predicted that emergent technologies such as artificial intelligence, ‘lawbots’, smart 
contracts, automated dispute resolution services and the like will soon replace human lawyers 
in the delivery of some, most or even all legal services. How persuasive is this claim, and if it 
does have merit, what are the implications of ‘law without lawyers’ for the rule of law, for justice, 
for the community, and for law students and lawyers themselves?  
Bond University’s Centre for Professional Legal Education (CPLE) will investigate these 
questions in a one day symposium titled ‘Law Without Lawyers’. The symposium will explore 
in depth the likely impact of technological innovation on the practice of law, and the 
implications – both positive and negative – of the possibility that legal services will be delivered 
without the direct involvement of human lawyers. The symposium will include a keynote 
address, a panel discussion and debate, and an interactive workshop. Morning tea, lunch and 
afternoon tea will be provided. 























Accepting that at least some legal services will no longer be delivered by lawyers, a 
panel of legal academics and practitioners will discuss and debate the implications 
and consequences – both positive and negative – of the absence of human lawyers 
for clients, for the legal system, for the rule of law, for justice, for the wider 










































x Under current law, is Facebook legally permitted to publicise personal information 
in this way?
x If not (e.g. according to the unfair terms provisions in consumer protection law), 
what can Ling do about it (without engaging a lawyer)?  
x What are the implications for our right to privacy of having devices gathering so 
much information about us? What if it was, for example, accessed and used by an 
employer or an insurer?









x How is the authenticity of these transactions ensured (i.e. blockchains) and are 
they contracts in the legal sense? 
x What could Ling do if something went wrong and she was charged for something 
she didn’t use? 










x Does the technology exist to provide legal services in this way? What is it likely to 
look like in 5 years’ time?  
x By developing this app, are Ling and Raj providing legal advice to members of the 
public? Who is responsible if something goes wrong? What is the place 









x Will AI be capable of this in 5 years’ time? 
x Does this qualify as self-representation by the user of the app? If not, who is 






x Could an AI be used to assist judges in this way? 








x Any problems with this? (e.g. rule of law) Include exploration of differences 
between the app being private (and probably requiring consent of both parties) 










x Would such police action be legal under current laws? 









x Is it better for police officer discretion to be exercised in this way? 
x What are the wider implications of this, e.g. for the rule of law? 
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